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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including tine fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
01/10/2008 has been entered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 4, 5, 10, 11 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over McClasky (US 6,343,568) in view of Krikorian (US 3,519,292). 
Regarding claims 1 and 17, McClasky discloses at least one tubular column (12L) 
having at least two longitudinally extending external tracks (62) integrally disposed 
therein, each of said external tracks having a respective groove (g) adjacent thereto, 
said respective groove being disposed within the interior of said column, (Figures 1, 
annotated Figure 6). McClasky does not disclose at least an item being an arm passing 
through the interior of said column by a hole in said column, said arm being fixedly 
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engaged with at least one of said grooves at a location opposite said hole in such a 
manner that said arm is prevented from rotating, wherein a tongue is connected to an 
end of said arm where said arm is fixedly engaged with said at least one of said 
grooves, said tongue being adapted to engage with said at least one of said grooves. 

However, Krikorlan teaches at least one tubular column (10); at least an item 
being an arm (24) passing through the interior of said column by a hole (18) in said 
column, wherein a tongue (26) is connected to an end of said arm, (Figures 1 , 2). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the arts at the 
time of the applicant's invention to modify the pole assembly of McClasky to include an 
arm as taught by Krikorian in order to provide support for a signboard. 

The modified pole assembly of McClasky and Krikorian would have the arm 
being fixedly engaged with at least one of said grooves at a location opposite the hole in 
such a manner that said arm is prevented from rotating, and the tongue would be 
adapted to engage with said at least one of said grooves providing a more secure 
connection. 

Regarding claims 4 and 5, McClasky modified by Krikorian discloses a tubular 
section (12L') telescopically extending from said column (12L), having at least an 
internal track (62'), (Figures 1 , 6). McClasky does not disclose the tubular section being 
round. However, at the time the invention was made, it would have been an obvious 
matter of design choice to a person of ordinary skill in the art to have a round tubular 
section since such a modification would have involved a mere change in the shape of 
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the component. In re Dailey, 357 In re Dailey, 357 F.2d 669, 149 USPQ 47 (CCPA 
1966) 

Regarding claim 10, McClasl<y modified by Kril<orian discloses the round tubular 
section (12U) projecting from the upper end of said column (2L), (Figures 1 , 6). 

Regarding claim 11, McClasky modified by Krikorian discloses said round tubular 
section (1 2L') projecting from the lower end of said column (2L), (Figures 1 , 6). 

Regarding claim 17, McClasky discloses at least one tubular column (12L) 
having at least two longitudinally extending external tracks (62) integrally disposed 
therein, each of said external tracks having a respective groove (g), said respective 
groove being disposed within the interior of said column, a respective portion of a wall of 
said at least one tubular column forming each of said external tracks, said respective 
groove (g) being located in said respective portion of said wall, (Figures 1, annotated 
Figure 6). McClasky does not disclose at least an item being an arm passing through 
the interior of said column by a hole in said column, said arm being fixedly engaged with 
at least one of said grooves at a location opposite said hole. However, Krikorian 
teaches at least one tubular column (10); at least an item being an arm (24) passing 
through the interior of said column by a hole (18) in said column, said arm being fixedly 
engaged at a location opposite said hole, (Figures 1 , 2). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the arts at the time of the applicant's 
invention to modify the pole assembly of McClasky to include an arm as taught by 
Krikorian in order to provide support for a signboard. 
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The modified pole assembly of McClasky and Krikorian would have the arm 
being fixedly engaged with at least one of said grooves at a location opposite the hole 
providing a more secure connection. 




McClasky (US 6,343,568) 
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3. Claims 3, 7-9, 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over McClasky (US 6,343,568) in view of Krikorian (US 3,519,292) and further in view of 
Kim (US 6,550,731). 

Regarding claim 3, McClasky modified by Krikorian discloses as discussed in 
claim 1 , but does not disclose a reinforcing sleeve being internally fitted along at least a 
portion of said tubular column. However, Kim discloses a reinforcing sleeve (7) being 
internally fitted along at least a portion of said tubular column (10), (Figures 2, 3). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the arts at the 
time of the applicant's invention to modify the pole assembly of McClasky and Krikorian 
to include a reinforcing sleeve as taught by Kim in order to provide a connector element 
that would allow for receiving a pole cap. 

Regarding claim 7, McClasky modified by Krikorian discloses as discussed in 
claim 1 , but does not disclose a deformable clamp block adapted to interconnect said at 
least one item to said column and said deformable clamp block engages with at least 
one of said external tracks of said column. However, Kim discloses a deformable clamp 
block (3) that is adapted to interconnect at least one item (30) to said column (10) and 
said deformable clamp block engages with at least one of said external tracks (2) of 
said column, (Figures 2, 3). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the arts at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the pole 
assembly of McClasky and Krikorian to include a deformable clamp block as taught by 
Kim in order to provide a stronger connection between the arm and the column. 
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Regarding claim 8, McClasky modified by Krikorian discloses as discussed 
above but does not disclose said deformable clamp block is adapted to be relatively 
movable with respect to said column to allow an angular adjustment of said at least one 
item relative to the longitudinal axis of said column. However, Kim also discloses said 
deformable clamp block (3) is adapted to be relatively movable with respect to said 
column (10) to allow an angular adjustment of said at least one item (30) relative to the 
longitudinal axis of said column, (Figures 2, 3). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
a person having ordinary skill in the arts at the time of the applicant's invention to modify 
the pole assembly of McClasky and Krikorian to include a deformable clamp that is 
movable as taught by Kim in order to provide the option of positioning the arm at 
different locations as needed. 

Regarding claim 9, McClasky modified by Krikorian discloses as discussed in 
claim 1 , but does not disclose said pole assembly further comprises a ventilated pole 
cap. However, Kim discloses said pole assembly further comprises a ventilated pole 
cap (9), (Figure 3). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary 
skill in the arts at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the pole assembly of 
Krikorian McClasky and Krikorian to include a pole cap as taught by Kim in order to 
provide a cover to the pole assembly. 

Regarding claim 16, McClasky modified by Krikorian discloses as discussed in 
claim 1, but does not disclose said at least one item is a sign, a streetlight, traffic signal, 
pedestrian signal, security camera or banner. However, Kim discloses said at least one 
item (30) is a sign, (Figure 3), (Column 2, Lines 48-49). Therefore, it would have been 
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obvious to a person liaving ordinary skill in the arts at the time of the applicant's 
invention to modify the pole assembly of McClasky and Krikorian to include a sign as 
taught by Kim in order to allow the pole assembly to have a sign with directions. 

4. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over McClasky 
(US 6,343,568) in view of Krikorian (US 3,519,292) and further in view of Kim (US 
6,898,882). McClasky modified by Krikorian discloses as discussed in claim 1, but does 
not disclose the pole assembly having at least one fluted cladding member secured to 
said column by at least two circular collars. However, Kim discloses a pole assembly 
having at least one fluted cladding member (20) secured to said column (10) by at least 
two circular collars (21 , 25), (Figure 5). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a 
person having ordinary skill in the arts at the time of the applicant's invention to modify 
the pole assembly of McClasky and Krikorian to include a fluted cladding member as 
taught by Kim in order to provide a protection to the pole from damage and breakage 
due to collision with automobiles. 

5. Claims 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
McClasky (US 6,343,568) in view of Krikorian (US 3,519,292) and further in view of 
Lurkis (US 3,343,322). 

Regarding claims 12 and 13, McClasky modified by Krikorian discloses as 
discussed in claim 1 1, but does not disclose said round tubular section is connected to 
a base member that is fully mounted within a drainage pit. However, Lurkis teaches a 
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round tubular section (13) tliat is connected to a base mennber (21 , 22), and is fully 
mounted within a drainage pit (10), (Figure 2). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
a person having ordinary skill in the arts at the time of the applicant's invention to modify 
the pole assembly of McClasky and Krikorian to have a base member that is fully 
mounted within a drainage pit as taught by Lurkis in order to provide an easy to 
assemble support for the pole. 

Regarding claim 14, McClasky modified by Krikorian and Lurkis discloses as 
discussed above, Lurkis also teaches said pit (10) is covered by a lid (14) and at least 
two jacking screws (31 ) are located in said drainage pit, (Figures 1 , 2), for adjustment of 
the height of said lid relative to surrounding ground level. 

6. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
McClasky (US 6,343,568) in view of Krikorian (US 3,519,292), Lurkis (US 3,343,322) 
and further in view of Kim (US 6,898,882). McClasky modified by Krikorian and Lurkis 
discloses as discussed in claim 14, but does not disclose at least one fluted cladding 
member that is secured to said column by at least an upper circular collar and a lower 
circular collar, and the bottom of said lower circular collar is seated on a ridge disposed 
on said lid. 

However, Kim teaches at least one fluted cladding member (20) that is secured 
to said column (10) by at least an upper circular collar (25) and a lower circular collar 
(21), (Figures 2, 3). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary 
skill in the arts at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the pole assembly of 
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McClasky, Krikorian and Lurkis to include a fluted cladding member as taught by Kim in 
order to provide a cover that would protect the post from damage due to collision with 
automobiles. 

Lurkis also discloses a ridge (20) disposed on said lid (14), (Figure 1). The 
modified pole assembly of McClasky, Krikorian, Lurkis and Kim would have the bottom 
of said lower circular collar seated on a ridge (20) disposed on said lid (14). 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1 have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Examiner wants to note that the element 26 of Krikorian is considered to be a 
tongue. The modified pole assembly of McClasky and Krikorian would have the arm 
being fixedly engaged with at least one of said grooves at a location opposite the hole, 
the tongue being adapted to engage with the groove providing a more secure 
connection. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Goldsworthy (US 5,285,613) teaches a joint between a tubular 
column having a groove and a horizontal member passing through the interior of the 
column and having a tongue engaging the horizontal member with the groove. 
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Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Adriana Figueroa whose telephone number is 571-272- 
8281 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00 am - 4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Glessner can be reached on 571-272-6843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status Information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/A. F./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3633 
03/26/2008 

/Brian E. Glessner/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3633 



